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COUNSEIV^P^BOX '33427 ''^ \' " 



Claire- 2-4 art* reenter: a . ur di-p«Tir-^-v 9 \2 r £ ? 
This application has been examined IdJ Responsive to communication flted on / >^7"7J |_J 



This action Is made final. 
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A shortened statutory period for response to this action Is set to expire _ month(s), ~~ " days from the date of this letter. 

Failure to respond within the period tor response will cause the application to become abandoned. 35 U.S.C. 133 

Pari I THE FOLLOWING ATTACHMENT(S) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 

Notice of References Cited by.Exarhtoer, PT0-892. . . 2., LJ Notice of Draftsman's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 
3; □ Notice of Art Cited by AppWr^PTO^wk Q ' ' 4. ' □ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152. 
5. □ Information on How to Effect Drawing Changes, PTO-1474. . , > 6. □ 
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5. □ Claims 










fl.[~l Claims 






are subtect to rest 


rtctlon 



pending In the application, 
irawn from conslderatJon. 
__ have 1 been cancelled, 
are allowed, 
are rejected, 
are objected to. 



This apptk^ion has been flted w^Jnfonnal <frawing3 under^^C.F.R. t 1^5 which are acoeptabte for examlnatton purposes. 

8. C] Formal drawings are required In rsapojiM to tfto Office actton... T . . r . . , . , 

9. D The corrected or substitute drawings have been received on . Under 37 C.F.R. 1.84 these drawings 

- are □ a coapt a bte; □ not accepta b le (see explanation or Notice of Draftsman's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948). ' 

10. C] The proposed additional or substitute sheets) of oYawtngs; filed on <\f f : . / 7 «■ . has (have) been □approved by the 

examiner; □ o^sapproved by the examiner (see explanation). 

11. □ The proposed drawing correction, filed .has been □approved; □ disapproved (see explanation). 

12. □ Acknowteogement Is made of the claim for priority under 35 U.S.C. 119. The certified copy has □ been received □ not been received 

□ been filed In p 



13. Q Since this application apppears to be In condition tor allowance except for formal mattere, prosecution as to the merits Is dosed In 

accordance wtth the practice under Ex parte Quayfe, 1935 CD. 11 ; 453 O.Q. 213. 

14. □other 
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1. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

As to claim 1, the claim language "exit of a said vehicle" 
does not make coherent sense. 

Claims 2-4 are rejected as being dependent upon a rejected 
claim. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the 
date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 

anticipated by Koerner et al. ('339). Koerner et al. is applied 

for the same reasons as stated in the last office action (see 

paper no. 7 of parent case 07/716,004). 

3. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by GB 2,066,539 (Alexander et al) . Alexander et al. 
is applied for the same reasons as stated in the last office 
action (see paper no. 7 of parent case 07/716,004). 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 
as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 
of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Koerner et al. ('339). Koerner et al. is 
applied for the same reasons as stated in the last office action 
(see paper no. 7 of parent case 07/716,004). 



5. Applicant's arguments filed 7-29-93 have been fully 
considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Koerner et al. and Alexander et al. 
fail to disclose the concepts of the claimed invention. This 
argument is not persuasive since Koerner does disclose the 
concept of calculating a time at which a vehicle will have 
sufficiently travelled after exiting from a detection area (this 
concept is* referred to by Koerner as the PRESENCE MODE, note 
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col. 5 lines 51-54 and col. 21 lines 56-62). Alexander also 
discloses the concept of calculating a time at which a vehicle 
will have sufficiently travelled after exiting from a detection 
area (note col. 3 lines 118-129, the first detection circuit). 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Edward 
Lefkowitz whose telephone number is (703) 305-4816. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number is (703) 3 05-4750. 






September 29, 1993 



